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COMBINED DECLARATION AND POWER OP ATTORNEY FOR USA PATENT APPLICATION 
As a Mow nam* jr^SS^ ^ . Atton,^ Docket U>. 2270-001 

My rcsidenoe, post office a ddress and citkenshrp arc as stated below adjacent to my name. 1 bcHevc I am the original first and sole inventor (if ontv one name k Iktcd 
Sel™ " ° ngmal 6131 m ^ J° mt wventor (^P^ names are liWbdow) ofme subject matter^vhich is claS^^tdcn ?£2e£ S^SS 

MODULAR 8T ACKABLE FENCE APPARATUS 

the specification of which: 

gjr) is attached hereto, 

CD was filed as United States Application 
SeriaJNo. 
on 

and was amended 



on 



(if applicable). 



D was filed as PCT Imemattonal Application. 

Ihereby state that I have reviewed and understand the contents of the above-identified specification, including the claims as amended bv any amendment snecrficulrv 
referred to above I acknowledge the duly to disclose ^formation which is material to patentability as defined tn37 CFkTs6. y y ^n™™" 1 specmcsiry 

I hereby claim foreign priority benefits under 3S U.S.C. U9(aV(d) or 365(b) of 




SHEET) 

Prior Foreign Application No, Country 

2,433,743 CANADA 

I hereby claim die benefit under 35 USC 120 of any U.S. application(s) r or 265(c) 



Day/Montb/Ycar Filed Priority Not Claimed 

27/06/2003 

PCT application designating the U.S., listed below: and insofar as the subject 



U«S, or PCT Parent Application No. 



1 ATTACHED SHEET.) 
Parent Ffflng Date (Day/Month/Year) Parent Patent No. (tfappficablc) 



vSS^JSXSf^ 1 hwh y W° int ^ W ' Goodwfa » P"***< WHcation and transact all business in the 



Patent and trademark Office connected therewith- 
Send Correspondence to: 



GOODWIN McKAY 
Hie Bums Building 
Suite. 360. 237 -8 W Avenue S.E. 
Calgary. Ab T2G SC3 CANADA 



Telephone No. 
403-203-0107 



Direct Calls to: 
Sean W.Goodwin 



Ji!lS?5Xi?f!SS statements made herein of my own knowledge are true and that all statements made on information and belief are believed to be true and further that 
these statements were made with the taowlcdgc that willful false statements and the like so made are punishable by fine or imprisonment^ boS unto 18 t^C loS^ 
that such willful false statements may jeopardize the validity of the application or any patent issued thereon. imprisonment or ran, unoer is u^.t-. luw^nn 



SOLE OR — '— 

FIRST INVENTOR 


Citizenship 

CANADIAN 


Uiven Name (first 

and middle (if any]) MICHAEL J. 


Family Name 

or Surname ALBERTS 


run rost oruce — . ■ 

Address BOX 673. H ANNA, ALBERTA. T0J 1 P0. CANADA 


Residence - city, state/country 1 — " — — 

(if different from PO address) 


DATE HERE Inventor's Signature L — C — t^(&? " 


Date t£h t?k /D<4 


SECOND' JTONT INVENTOR ] 


Citizenship 


Chvon Name (tirst — 
and middle [if anv]) 


Family Name 


run rosx umce ~ — ■■ ■ ■ 

Address 


Kesiqence - city, siatc/C^untry : : 

(if different from PO address) 


MOrV AINU 

DATE HERE Inventor's Signature 


Date 




THIRD JOINT INVENTOR 
,., (ifany) 


Citizenship 


Uiven Name (first : _ . 

and middle Rf any]) 


Family Name 


run rosi umce 
Address 


Residence - City, State/country ■ - 

(if different from PO address) 


DATE HERE Inventor's Signature 


Date 



GOODWIN McKAY 



A NOTICE OF DUTY OF DISCLOSURE ~~ 

IMPORTANT 
Duty f Disclosure (Rule 56) 

It Is mandatory that Information of which you are aware or become aware of during the prosecution of the application up until Issuance of a 
patent and which Is "Material to patentability" be disclosed to the PTO ( Information Dtoefoeuro Statement (IDS)). Submission of such 
Information is necessary to comply with the rules of the Patent and Trademark Office (PTO) and to lessen the likelihood of attacks, in any subsequent 
litigation, on the validity or enforceability of the patent on the ground of Inequitable conduct" Information which must he submitted Includes not only 
printed publications but also offers for sate and public uses of the invention in the U.S. mora than one year prior to the U.S filing date The PTO 
considers information material to patentability: 

"...when It is not cumulative to information already of record or being made of record In the appGcation. and 

(1) it establishes, by itself or in combination with other information, a prima facie <»seofunp^entabillty of a claim; or 

(2) it refutes or Is Inconsistent with, a position tha appflcant tnkn* j ft; 
(i) . opposing an argument of unpatentability relied on by the office, or 
(h) asserting an argument of patentability. 

A prima fade case of unpatentability is established when the Information compels a conclusion that a daim is unpatentabl under the 
preponderance of evidence, burden-of-proof standard, giving each term in the claim its broadest reasonable construction consistent 
with the specification, and before any consideration Is given to evidence which may be submitted in any attempt to establish a contrary 
conclusion of patentability." 

If the materiality of the Information la not clear, please send It to ua. as aoon as possible after Its discovery, for our evaluation. The filing of an 
IDS shall not be considered in any way to be an admission that the information is or is considered to be material to patentability. 

Timing 

To minimize the necessity of paying fees in order to have such Information considered by the PTO, we strongly advise you to: 

(a) send all known material information to us at the latest 1 month after a new application is filed; 

(b) send all materia,! Information to us at the latest 1 month after It is first discovered by a person having a duty of disclosure under 
the rule (the latter are Inventors, attorneys or agents prosecuting the application and associates of the Inventors or assignees 
involved with the application); and 

(c) send a copy of the search report in a counterpart foreign application and all references cited therein (or preferably English 
language equivalents thereof) to us at the latest 1 month, after its mailing date from the foreign patent office. 

In case (b) above, inform us of the date on which the information first came to the attention of a person having a duty of disclosure. In case (e). Inform us 
of the mailing date from the foreign patent office of such communication. 

Non-English Language References 

Non-English language references will jvoJt be considered by the PTO unless: 

(1) an English language equivalent or translation Is provided, 

(2) an individual associated with the filing of the application and most knowledgeable about the content of the reference provides a concise 
explanation of its relevance, to the best of his/her knowledge; a concise explanation may be provided by pointing out and providing a 
translation of the pertinent portions of the reference, or 

(3) the information was cited (n a search report by a foreign patent office and an English language version or translation of the search report 
indicating the relevance of the reference is submitted. 

To minimize questions of validity based on a non-English language reference, option (1) Is preferable, especially if the invention is of commercial 
ffnportance. While proceeding under option (2) or (3) may be sufficient to comply with the Rule, any resultant presumption of validity over the non- 
English language reference^) may be overcome in litigation, e.g., if the explanation Is shown to be inaccurate or incomplete. Also, we foresee that 
explanations under option (2) may be challenged In litigation on the ground that they were not made by "the person most knowledgeable" 

THE DUTY OF DISCLOSURE APPLIES TO ALL INDIVIDUALS SUBSTANTIVELY INVOLVED IN THE 
PREPARATION OR PROSECUTION OF THE APPLICATION. 

THE DUTY IS A CONTINUING OBLIGATION WHICH DOES NOT CEASE UNTIL THE PATENT IS 
GRANTED. 

Acknowledged: (H^ Date: F£ t> 

MICHAEL J. ALBERTS J 



GOODWIN McKAY 



